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FEWASBINGTON=FBL ‘Director] ' +The department believes that this | 7 public of China, The primary target of ¥
:Clarence M. Kelley; in what-was seén| ; Opinion is a serious misperception of;] =~ the FBI break-ins, Wiretaps and mail
;as the opering of a campaign to head 7> 0péhings between 1970 and 1973 were %!
. off;pmsemtion;—fofiFBI.’- officialsfor: :associates and ‘relatives ‘of- fugitive r:!
-burglaries,* ' Wednesday ' praised : the] fors & d sub-.|  members -of - the~Weather. Unders 1"
~decision’ not to prosécute CIA agents+  Stitution-of what we now. believe iy - ground terrorist group.3e, ST e v
_for iliegal mall openings. 3% 70y . and Must be the case for what was.?. e Justice Department official fax (.
. Kelley, speaking to"the Lawyersy . taljie Jnvestigation of FB[ officials ; Zmiliar with both investigations; said %
“v‘Assn.-of Kansas City; said a Depart<? * for the bréak-ins and other allegedly] -~ Wednesday that a key factor in the:
i-mentofiusticé:epozjtannoun'cing_the;} -illegal. actions, under. supervision of .| “decision.not " to prosecute the CIA'y:
de“cizs?ifqzggg,mqgums;.“s_upgrp.ft;ﬁf;%@ ;}ilggis{gglz?eg{;gggintgecg ! rights L 2gents was agegtémmgfm case}
-y The report. pointed out that*the; . SIVISion, 1S-€ s s et ] = ol “was that:the mail- openings
“state pf:thqlaW?&at‘pgev&ed_at the s Inthe next sixweeks/o#id 2t 2 4buict) § seemed:1o. be autharized by ffder.a.léf,{
-time of.the‘mail openings was differ=") ie e‘i gira.n  jury in'New York:| icofficials outside the CLALL S 3
ent from its state today,” Kelley said77| 113 @ffipdet» its-major-work-in the § +.: After citing.” conflicting” eviderics -
¢ Justice: Department -officlals said o - Sasend tel?a;tm;rnt. lawyers are un={  that' various ‘Presidents and Cabinet”
“Some lawyers:for;FBI men-currentlyyj -9€rS d°% °:‘f e- %Wl."g, up recom=y < officials “had. knowledge of “the"20.:3
-under: . investigation :-for:-burglaries, .;'.E;nenzé n?gfz ‘B°‘]'3 SE.EE‘SS‘Q‘,‘; to Atty." \year mail opening operation, the Juss
' ;wiretapping and mail openings, chief7| ¢ fi’.ﬁ . ke 'c_z:%%:&"s??fnf " ; tice Department report said: “On the*] -
- Ay in'the New. York area, had made a / X n‘; ; -A§po,efsm§n” enied :that? * existing recfltd,thngvernmentoopldg
( similar argument 3T AR Bk 1 elley’s _psihlsg &At e department’s | ‘ot prove In a criminal: prosecttior v,
"« That-view-also is widely h?ald-at; ch?tl;otg*c]l?' he case signaled an _;-.b_eyqnd. reasonable jdoubt - that ;the'p’:{.
-FBI headquarters, where one source:: :“B% _s‘g%lrag.eprosecqt;qnmihq: s, {mail opening) Was conducted with-z
:asked. Wednesday. how. the; Justice; 1 dcar;‘fe. ertgt_s no plan here to. ;put presidential ‘approval or-without ’
‘Department: could apply-“one stan=y| 7E S SITTepUtious ‘entry indict-y S presidential knowledge and acquies-
dard for mail openings and another | TV~ L€ spoxesmansaid, o1, :ixty | cenoe o SRS L0
Aiorsurreptigous ffuﬁes:mn?t""” cgggp m%nﬁmié‘fﬁiﬁlggpm‘?h?d‘ “=Asfaras could belearnad; the fed-
¢-.Quoting from the ent’s re< ondenc _pecple in
"I')Oﬁ’- on’CIA mail ope:i%gs‘from‘1953i the United States and people in the: x.trace responsibility for the break-ins..
. ;<] ‘Soviet Union-and the People’s-Re-' ¥ and related actions above the leve} of

- our-nation’s-recent - history, of-the"
- ‘way the law has evolved and the facs™
tors to which it responded i~and sub--
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*‘eral grand jury has not been able to;‘j

‘10 1973, Kelly said: :It would be mis=" : S abOV
 taken-to;suppose:that it was always .. /present and former officials who held
. tlearlyperceived-that the particular ' sisE O posts below the'rank of director; s &
‘mail_Gpening programs. of, the.CIA | - - bpHomever, an FBL source said Wed- ;
- were obviouslyillegal,y s 4s ot iy - plesday--ihat -some’ documentary’,
[ fedur? it y ;—gaf}fv'ﬁ%.ﬁgnéﬂ ' . ?f_’evidence inthe break-in mse".iachld,:;j
S L : +:ed the initials. of previous attorneys o
{general who werejn office at the time s
+of the illegal actions. =l i 5 i
%%-The source refused to identify tha ;
Zattorneys. general-but said:that the;
documents were summaries of infor-_
- mation ‘gleaned: from. thé: hreak-ing |
#-and illicit surveillance, 383 Tvryyaiif
- £oxiEven Swithout % the 2 initials, a3
prudent man would .have to_recog-
+nize” that the information came from.
xasurreptitious entry, the source said,.;
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